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Near Tewolls | 
Thin vill ac'snowledre receflot of : your inquiry relative to the 

evatlonility of lesisintors for benefits uncer the Unemployment Compensation 

Act wrlle ctt$endins the Legislature, : 


In reference to your quoation concerning the obligation to at- 
tence een esecion of the Irgislature, the Suprere Court, while not epesking 
in terms: of s contract between the Icsinlator and his constituents, hes 
gtates he rt "At 4s obvious thet at lenet while the Legiclature is in sca- 
eicn, he fe lezirintoz] could not perform other work during the day for 
three errs a xeck." Tonkey v. Riley, SS =.E, S51 at 562, 





che New Tropshire Constitution resuirena thet menbers of both 
the i:scuet end Cenate attend seanonably and that they shall not depart 
wittont liccnea. Art. 15, Part feccnd, Conetitution of Few Farpshire. 
Members wha do not so attend end rera in are not eligible for their pay. 


Art. 15, fart fscond, Id.3 end see Section 15, chapter 9, Revined laws, — abe 


o£ emcnie2 by raction 1, Chrpter 117, Laws of 1929, The rules of tho 
Vonce and fon.te reculre such attendance. fee Touce Sule 3S and Scrate 
Tale 7. | | 


shere is no distinction neve between the firet week in which 
the Lezicleature cite and eny subsecuent.weelk. Art. 3, Tart Second, of. 
the Constitution of New Hemechire, stctes that the Legislature ehell mee. 
“cienndinliy on the first wednesday of Jenuery and at such ail tine? as 
ther may Juice necesrary®. 


It is therefore my opinion that the legielators are under’ an 
obligztion to attend the leginlative seasion, This obligation 4s binding 
if tn> Legislature is in session regardless of the anount or type of work 
befora 41s. | | . 


in reference to your second queetion relative to who -hag-: the : 


euthortty to reopen appeals uncer section 5-C of chapter 218 of the Revised : pee “hy 


Tous, ne uzenied, it Le my opinion fas thie power resta in the hesapt dati | 
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of tho Livircion of Unploynent Cocuritys 
". . the suthority ani power of the labor comtircioner 

ac provided in chinter 211 end ch-ptor 218 of the Povined 
Lewes, an murnied, are hereby trannfcorred to the director 
end he iam hereby authorized to ect: in the nine or ntead 
of the lmtor courinrioner in ell matters pertaining 
thereto.* Section 9, Pert 18, chapter 5, Laws of 19560, 
an emenced by section i, chenter 1.05, Laws of 1962, 


The Pirector dr nypointed by the Labor. Comnisnioner subject 
to the conrevsl-of the Governor and Couneil. Section 5, Part 18, cuepter 
5, Leva of 16503" Ea in removatle only by the Governor end Council umler: 
-eection 7, sart 18, of seid chapter 5, 


Jhene provisions ‘net ente @ legisletive intent to tranefer 
the cvthority and powers of the Labor Comrincioner under charter £18 of 
the Pevieod Loews, an amended, to tha virector. It Le ny opinion that the 

Comsiceioncr of Labor no longer hoe euthority or power to ‘reopen Eny op-, 
penls uncer rection &-C of eaid chanter 218, 


Very truly yourr, | 


Gordon M. Tiffany | 
Attorney Senernl 
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